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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 26 March 2007 has been entered. 

Remarks 

2. In response to communications filed on 27 December 2006, claims 1, 15, 17, 18, 25, 26, 
and 29 have been amended per the applicant's request. Claims 1, 2, 4, 15, 17, 18, 24-26, and 29 
are presently pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 17, 18, 25, 26, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (U.S. patent application publication No. 2001/0041021 Al) in 
view of Schenker et al. (U.S. patent No. 6,633,223 Bl). 
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As to claim 1 , Boyle et al. teaches a method for synchronizing database records, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

storing, on a central computer record and schedule data files and image files (see 
paragraphs 0023-0025); 

storing, on at least one mobile computer, corresponding data and image files, wherein 
said data files are stored in a first database and said image files are stored in a second database 
(see paragraphs 0020, 0023-0025, and 0030); 

creating new or modified files on one or both of the central computer and the mobile 
computer, wherein the new or modified files may be data files or image files (see paragraph 
0029); 

synchronizing data files stored on said central computer with data files stored in the first 
database of said mobile computer using a conduit program between said central computer and 
said first database (see paragraphs 0023 and 0038); and 

synchronizing image files stored on said central computer to said second database of said 
mobile computer by exporting the image files (see paragraphs 0037-0039). 

Boyle et al. does not distinctly disclose student record, demographic and class schedule 
data files. 

Schenker et al. teaches this (see figure 4, reference number 78 and see column 14, line 20 
through column 14, line 53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Boyle et al. by the teachings of 
Schenker et al. because these teachings would allow a teacher to use the device with students to 
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make sure correct students show up for classes and tests (see Schenker et al. , column 8, line 66 
through column 9, line 6). 

As to claim 17, Boyle et al. as modified, teaches wherein synchronizing the image files 
and synchronizing data files are performed wirelessly (see paragraph 0020). 

As to claim 18, Boyle et al. as modified, teaches a computer readable medium, said 
computer readable medium comprising instructions to cause a computer to: 

store, in a master database, student data files, and image files (see paragraph 0040); 

create new or modified files on one or both of the master database and a mobile 
computer, wherein the new or modified files may be data files or image files (see paragraph 
0029); 

synchronize the data files stored on said master database with data files stored in a first 
database of the mobile computer (see paragraphs 0035 and 0038); and 

synchronize the image files stored on said master database with image files stored in a 
second database of the mobile computer by exporting the image files (see paragraphs 0030- 
0032). 

Boyle et al. does not distinctly disclose student data files. 

Schenker et al. teaches this (see figure 4, reference number 78 and see column 14, line 20 
through column 14, line 53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Boyle et al. by the teachings of 
Schenker et al. because these teachings would allow a teacher to use the device with students to 
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make sure correct students show up for classes and tests (see Schenker et aL column 8, line 66 
through column 9, line 6). 

As to claim 25, Boyle et al. teaches wherein the first database is stored in a random 
access memory (see paragraph 0026, where it is implicit to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
PDA's most use RAM to store most common files). 

As to claim 26, Boyle et al. as modified, teaches wherein the second database is stored in 
a digital storage device (see paragraph 0030). 

As to claim 29, Boyle et al. teaches a method for synchronizing database records, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

storing, on a central computer, record and class schedule data files and image files (see 
paragraphs 0023-0025); 

storing, on at least one mobile computer, corresponding data and image files, wherein 
said data files are stored in a first database and said image files are stored in a second database 
memory (see paragraphs 0020, 0023-0025, and 0030); 

creating new or modified files on the central computer, wherein the new or modified files 
may be data files or image files (see paragraph 0029); 

synchronizing data files stored on said central computer with data files stored in the first 
database of said mobile using a conduit program between said central computer and said mobile 
memory (see paragraphs 0023 and 0038); and 
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synchronizing image files stored on said central computer to said second database of said 
mobile computer by exporting the image files (see paragraphs 0037-0039). 

Boyle et al. does not distinctly disclose student record, demographic and class schedule 
data files. Schenker et al. teaches this (see figure 4, reference number 78 and see column 14, line 
20 through column 14, line 53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Boyle et al. by the teachings 
of Schenker et al. because these teachings would allow a teacher to use the device with students 
to make sure correct students show up for classes and tests (see Schenker et al. , column 8, line 66 
through column 9, line 6). 

5. Claims 2, 4, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boyle 
et al. (U.S. patent application publication No. 2001/0041021 Al) in view of Schenker et al. (U.S. 
patent No. 6,633,223 Bl) as applied to claims 1, 17, 18, 25, 26, and 29 above, and in further 
view of Pivowar et al. (U.S. patent application publication No. 2002/0059375 Al). 

As to claim 2, Boyle et al. as modified, does not distinctly disclose wherein said conduit 
program determines a user number associated with said mobile computer. 

Pivowar et al teaches this, see paragraphs 0047-0048. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
modified Boyle et al. as modified above, to include the teachings of Pivowar et al. because these 
teachings would allow for multiple PDA's to synchronize data with other PDA's. 
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As to claim 4, Boyle et al. teaches wherein said conduit program synchronizes a plurality 
of users via a 32 bit integer where each user is represented by 2 bits (see Pivowar et al. , 
paragraphs 0047-0048, where a 32 bit integer where each user is represented by 2 bits is a design 
choice made by a computer programmer which does not on its own change the function of the 
invention and is therefore nonfunctional descriptive material and should not be given patentable 
weight). 

As to claim 24, Boyle et aL as modified, does not distinctly disclose wherein the storing 
of corresponding data and image files is done on a plurality of mobile computers. Pivowar et al. 
teaches this, see paragraphs 0047-0048. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Boyle et al. as 
modified above, to include the teachings of Pivowar et al. because these teachings would allow 
for multiple PDA's to synchronize data with other PDA's which increased the disruption of 
information to the users. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boyle et al. (U.S. 
patent application publication No. 2001/0041021 Al) in view of Schenker et al. (U.S. patent No. 
6,633,223 Bl) as applied to claims 1, 17, 18, 25, 26, and 29 above, and in further view of Verts, 
William T., "An Essay on Endian Order", 1996-04-19, www.cs.umass.edu (herein referred to as 
Verts). 
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As to claim 15, Boyle et al. as modified, does not distinctly disclose wherein 
synchronizing image files further includes converting data in said image files from little endian 
format on said central computer to big endian format on said mobile computer. 

Verts teaches this (see pages 1-2). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Boyle et al as 
modified, to include the teachings of Verts because these teachings would allow a palm using a 
68K processor to more easily display the image if it was in bmp format 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jacob F. Betit whose telephone number is (571) 272-4075. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9:30 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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